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Applicant(s) 



Interview Summary 



09/582,351 



NAKAYAMA, TOSHiYUKI 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Chris C. Chu 



2815 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Chris C. Chu . 



(3) Bill Baumeister . 



(2) Seth Kim . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 20 November 2003 . 

Type: a)D Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)^ Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)^ applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)^] No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1 and 12 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Anderson et al. and Oda . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)E3 was not reached. h)0 N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Applicant further explained the invenion and presented proposed amendments 
further defining elements of the claimed invention. These proposed amendments as well as any other amendments 
and arguments will be fully considered when filed in response to the non-final rejection . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 



THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM, WICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
A !^!!, a i 0 1 !. Pa ■«"' *f a . m "" n . 9 Proc « dure < MPEP >' s **0" "3.04. Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

i • * . Paragraph (b) 

incorrrp J^K^rSrSn'S?,^''™*'' — ™»» * •» <»- H lhat record is it *» 

circumstances d.ctate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the Interview rather than with the nexi ^official SlSon 0ther 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" fl'!? taa ^, Whether a , n a 9 re 5 ment reacned an d * so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be bv 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

«hn.M ho nSff S h rab ' e ma | '"f .^iner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case It 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper naudM^SS^' 

sut"ncL n of?e S £ * " "» ,0 indude ' a " ° f "» « e •" SSSSr" 

t» A h&crl^n^^^f 00 °/ * he S " b t tance of anv interview sh ould include at least the following applicable items: 

1 ) A bnef description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) S2K^ of a substance nature discussed, un.ess these are already described on the 

5) a bnefidentification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arauments is not 
reputed. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thmst of the prindpal argument! mlde to Se 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant ma? d^e toTmpha^Tand fti!v 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) em P nas,z * ™<* Mly 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

7> ^eSner.' ** °' ° f * e inlerview unless "escribed h the Interview Summary Form completed by 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview If the record i« nm mmn i olo ,„h 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct tol rS " "* C ° mP ' e,e a " d 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

•itpfpmoJittrih^LT ^ all0 * abl ® f ° r 0,her reasons of reco «*. the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
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